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The Reasons for Allowance provided August 1, 2011, the Office Action is "[i]in 
agreement with the Applicant's remarks, the prior art failed to disclose all the features of 
the claimed invention when considered as a whole . . . ." (Notice of Allowance at p. 4). 

Applicant notes with appreciation the allowability of the claims. Applicant had 
earlier pointed out that the hypothetical combination of the device-to-deice handshake of 
Tsunehara with the collision avoidance device of Diachina does not provide a prima facie 
showing of obviousness, and that the references do not teach nor suggest all of 
Applicant's limitations as set out by the Applicant's claims, nor do the references provide 
a suggestion or motivation for their modification because the references teach against one 
another. In this regard, the Applicant's invention as presented by the claims complies 
with the conditions for patentability under the Patent Act. See 35 U.S.C. §§ 101 et seq.; 
see, e.g., Response after Final Office Action filed February 14, 2011. 
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Further, Applicant recognizes that in accordance with M.P.E.P. § 1302.14, the 
Examiner's reasons for allowance need not set forth all of the bases for allowance of the 
claims. Applicant does not concede that the Examiner's stated reasons for allowance are 
the only grounds for patentability of the allowed claims or that any element excluded 
from the Examiner's Reasons for Allowance is taught or suggested by the art of record. 
Also, Applicant does not concede that all of the elements identified by the Examiner are 
necessary to distinguish the prior art of record or to satisfy the requirements of 35 U.S.C. 
§ 112. 

In addition, the Examiner does not assert, and Applicant would not concede, that 
the Examiner's reasons have any bearing on the patentability of claims in any other 
applications directed to the disclosed subject matter. 

Moreover, each dependent claim stands on its own and is allowable on its own 
merits. In particular, each dependent claim may be allowable on the basis of a 
combination of some of the features recited in the dependent claim and its base claim(s), 
which combination of features may not include all of the elements identified in the 
Examiner's reasons for allowance. 

No additional fees are believed to be due. In the event that additional fees are due 
or a credit for an overpayment is due, the Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge 
any additional fees or credit any overpayment to Garlick Harrison & Markison Deposit 
Account No. 50-2126. 
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